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subject property, known as 5 Hoff Court, which is located

community of Baltimore County.

an existing fence of 42 inches in height to remain along the property

separating ILots

y

PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING BEFORE THE
SW/S Hoff Court, 190' W of
John Avenue

{5 Hoff Court)

15th Election District

Sth Councilmanic District

ZONING COMMISSIONER
OF BALTIMORE COUNTY

Case No. 93-420-SPH

John Romanick, et ux
Petitioners

*

FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

This matter comes before the Zoning Commissioner as a Petition

for Special Hearing filed by John and Betty Romanick, the owners of the

in the Kenwood

The Petitioners request approval to permit

line

5 and 6 of the Lloyd Property (Grimesdale), in accordance

with Petitioner's Exhibits 1 and 2.

Appearing on behalf of the Petition were the owners ot the subject

property, John and Betty Romanick, who were represented by John B.

Goentrum, Esquire. Appearing in opposition to the request were Mr. & Mrs.

rharlea Snistman. and Jane Grau. all of whom reside immediately across

from and adjacent to the subject property.

Testimony indicated that the subject property, known as 5 Hoff

#ﬁ\fourt, consists of .173 acres, more or less, zoned D.R. 5.5 and is improved

with a single family dwelling. The subject ot this rather unusual case

concerns an existing fence 42 inches in height which was placed along

three s1de property iines. The Petitioners' property, also known as Lot 5

of Grimesdale, adjoins another lot in this residential subdivision owned
by Charles and Vicki Soistman. The Soistmans' property is known as Lot 6.

The subject fence 1s located between the two lots and is more particularly

Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and pub-

lic hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the

relief requested in the special hearing should be granted.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore

County this ;jdf day of July, 1993 that the Petition for Special Hearing

requesting approval to permit an existing fence of 42 inches in height to
remain along the property line separating Lots 5 and & of the Lloyd Proper-

ty (Grimesdale), in accordance with Petitioner's Exhibits 1 and 2, be and

is hereby GRANTED, subject to the following restriction:

1) The Petitioners are hereby made aware thaF pro-
ceeding at this time is at their own risk until such
time as the 30-day appellate process from this Ordgr
has expired. 1f, for whatever reason, this Qrder is

reversed, the relief granted herein shall be rescinded.

?/’//,"/};,‘ /Afé' /Z 7

LAWRENCE E. SCHMIDT
Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

ORDER RECEIVED F

shown on the site plan submitted at the hearing and marked Petitioner's
Exhibit 1.

The facts presented in this case are largely undisputed. As noted
above, the Petitioners reside on Lot 5. The Petitioners' lot, as well as
others in the immediate area, are part of the residential subdivision
known as Grimesdale. Access to the Romanick lot is by way of a panhandle
driveway off of Hoff Court. This panhandle driveway extends approximately
105.7 feet 1in a southerly direction from the north curve of Hoff Court to
the southern property line of the Romanick property. In addition to the
Romanicks' use of this panhandle driveway, the Soistmans and the Graus
also use this driveway for access to their properties, known as 7 and 9
Hoff Court, respectively. The layout of the panhandle drive is clearly
shown on Petitioner's Exhibit 1 as well as the numercus photographs which
were presented.

As is often the case when neighbors must share access, problems
have developed between the Petitioners and the Protestants in this matter.
As is shown on the site plan, each neighbor owns a one-third fee interest
in the panhandle driveway and there is no doubt that each has the right to
use the entire driveway in common with the others. Apparently, parking
problems and access/egress to the respective properties have developed.
The neighbors do not get along. Apparently, these ill feelings have ex-

“tend to another neighbor, John Evans, who resides at 4 Hoff Court, although
the Evans' property is not impacted by the panhandle driveway. However,

the photographs show that a fence has been erected in an attempt to barri-

cade that property from the neighboring tracts. 1In any event, Mr. Romanick
has caused there to be constructed a 42-inch high chain link fence across

the front and two sides of his property. Approximately 1/4 of the fence

.

Baltimore County Government
Zoning Commissioner
Office of Planning and Zoning

s

Suite 113 Courthouse
400 Washington Avenue

410) 887-4386
Towson, MD 21204 July 26, 1993 (410)

John B. Gontrum, Esquire
814 Eastern Boulevard
Baltimore, Maryland 21221

RE: PETITION FOR SPECIAL HEARING
SW/S Hoff Court, 90' W of John Avenue

(5 Hoff Court)
15th Election District - 5th Councilmanic District

John Romanick, et ux - Petitioners
Case No. 93-420-SPH

Dear Mr. Gontrum:

Enclosed please find a copy of the decision rendered in the
above-captioned matter. The Petition for Special Hearing has been granted
in accordance with the attached Order.

In the event any party finds the decision rendered is unfavor-
able, any party may file an appeal to the County Board of Appeals within
thirty (30) days of the date of this Order. For further information on
filing an appeal, please contact the Zoning Administration and Development

Management office at 887-3391.

Very truly yours,

LAWRENCE E. SCHMIDT
Zoning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

-

LES:bijs

cc: Mr. & Mrs. Charles J. Soistman
7 Hoff Court, Baltimore, M4. 21221

Ms. Jane Grau
9 Hoff Court, Baltimore, Md. 21221

People's Counsel

File
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across the front yard consists of a pole and chain which the Romanicks
apparently remove as necessary to gain access to and from the panhandle
driveway. This removable chain remains in place during most of the hours
of the day, much to the consternation of the Soistmans and the Graus.

Mr. Romanick testified that he installed the fence because of
intrusion on his property by the Scistmans and the Graus, as well as visi-
tors to those properties. Mr. Romanick claims the fence is necessary to
insure the tranquility and privacy of his lot. To the contrary, the
Soistmans and the Graus claim that the fence is improper and unduly re-
stricts access to their lots. They believe that the Romanicks are the
villains in this squabble and that the fence should be removed.

Apparently, either the Graus or the Soistmans, or both, contacted
the Zoning Administration and Development Management (ZADM) office regard-
ing a potential violation for this property. In fact, a violation notice
was issued by ZADM; however, prior to moving forward with the violation
case, the Petitioners were allowed the opportunity to file the instant
Petitjon to determine if the fence was permitted under the appropriate

the B.C.2.R.

I have reviewed both the relevant provisions of the B.C.Z.R. as
well as the development regulations codified in the Baltimore County Code.
As to fences, relevant regulations are found within Section 427 of the
B.C.Z.R. In my view, that Section nowhere prchibits the constructicn of a
fence such as has been installed by the Romanicks. Therefore, I do not

see any violation of any provision of the B.C.Z.R. or other zoning requla-

tion or policy. I have also reviewed the applicable provisions of the
Baltimore County Code as they relate to panhandle driveways. These regula-

tions are contained within Section 26-266 of the County Code, which governs

. °
Petition for Special Hearing

s F3- 420 - spt/
%@ to the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County
for the propesty located at 5 Hoff Court, Baltimore, Md. 21221
which is presently zoned

— D.R. 5.5

Thhihﬂ&unﬂunhoﬂhdnmnun(mmuunZHthAﬂhmwﬂmmnn&thmdnununlhnqunnut

The undersigned, legal owner(s) of the property situate in Baltimore County and which is described in the description and plat attached
hereto and made a part hereol, hereby patition for a Special Hearing under Section 500.7 of the Zoning Regulations of Baltimore County,
to deterrmine whether or not the Zoning Commissioner should approve

a fence 42" in height along the property line separating Lots 5 and 6 as shown

on the accompanying site plan of a portion of Lloyd Property "Grimesdale"
record plat.

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.
|, of we, agree to pay expenses of above Special Hearing advertising, posting, etc., upon filing of this peton, and further agree to and
are to be bound by the zoning reguiations and restrictions of Baltimore County adopted pursuant 1o the Zoning Law for Baltimore County.

maommlym-wmm.mmmumry.mummm
logal ownet(z) of tne property which is the subject of this Petition.
Lagal Owner{s}.

Lf) for ok

(Type or Print Name) (Type ot Print Name}
Y (711Cf Jé '
Sigéphure v
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(Type or Print Name) -
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5 Hoff Court
Atorney for Petitioner A

Baltimore, Md. 21221

Signature

John B. Gontrum

(Type or Print Name) i iy S
0\/’ // Name. Addrews and phone number of legal owner, ContTact pUrchassr of representative
el // - 1o be contaread,

TG
;%:;:/24?’;! - SAME

814 Eastern Boulevard 686-8274
Address Phone No

Baltimare, Md 21221
Cay Stain Zpcode

7N

# N’

development in Baltimore County. Again, however, there is no prohibition
found in the Code as it relates to the ingtant scenario. Mr. Gontrum,
Counsel for the Petitioners, indicated as much at the hearing. He did
acknowledge that the most recent version of the Comprehensive Manual of
Development Policies (C.M.D.P.) would prohibit the Romanick fence where
situated. However, as Mr. Gontrum correctly observed, the fence was con-
structed prior to the adoption of the latest version of the C.M.D.P. and
is therefore grandfathered.

The subject Petition for Special Hearing is filed pursuant to the
authority given the Zoning Commissioner in accordance with Section 500.7
of the HB.C.Z.R. That Section provides that the Zoning Commissioner shall
have the power to conduct such other hearings and pass such other orders
as is necessary to properly enforce and interpret the zoning regulations
of Baltimore County. In this case, there are no zoning or development
regulations which can be applied to this situation. Therefore, having
found no authority prohibiting the tence, I am ieft with no alternative
other than to grant the Petition as filted.

Nothwithstanding my decision in this respect, however, I believe
that the affected neighbors do have other means for relief. Although not
pPrivy to their deeds, 1 suspect that they have a right of access on the
entire panhandle driveway, including the portion which is hlacked by the
Romanicks' fence. Perhaps relief to the Graus and the Soistmans lies

through an action in the Circuit Court of Maryland for Baltimore County

Quite frankly, I am sympathetic to their plight; however, I am powerless

to order that the fence be removed.

o ®
ggg?:ggxnmmc ZONING DESCRIPTION ? 3 -‘/ }0 . 5 //‘/

BEGIMNING at a point on the Southwestern side of Hoff Court
190.00 feet from the center line of John Avenue and running the
following courses and distances; S 17° 56' 1" West 105.70 feet,
S 72° 3' 59" East 90.33 feet, S 17° 56' 1" East 70 feet, N 72° 3' 59%
West 97.51 feet, N 17° 56' 1" East 175.36 feet thence running along
the southwestern side of Hoff Court 7.18 feet to the point of
beginning.

BEING all that lot of ground known at Lot 5 Lloyd Property
"Grimesdale" as recorded among the Land Recorde of Baltimore County
in Plat Book E.H.K., Jr. No. 49 folio 80, containing 7,557 square
feet, plus or minus.




Zoning Administration &
Development Managen:cnt

111 West Liesepooke Avemue
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Baltimore County Government
Office of Zoning Administration
and Development Management

Baltimore County Govcrnmcn:’
Office of Zoning Administratio

and Development Management

Tor .on, Marylnnd 21204 Account: R-001.8150

CERTWICATE OF POSTING 75 R ~sp¥ - —
-~ 5727/93 7- . ]
o o SR 111 West Chesapeake Avenue
- 'za -< H : : 111 West Chesapeake Avenue Towson, MD 21204
3 f o Towson, MD 21204 (410) 887-3353 (410) 887-3353

Distrtet. . L2 . i ‘
Posted for: .-_.{" s iAxln k... - AD.EG S f =3 ' %L ) (ao‘g_ ®) 30 - #50:00 JUNE 7, 1993 | | June 14', 1993

. / / .f:::’.‘zm:ﬂ"f" --- ! 7. 7 ox Gu& 080 - 35-00 NOTICE OF HEARING
Locaten o property:....4 L2 0/'/ 24 _-3’,,_,{2?}_.'-:"[12.-"%1 Fre (D ven & /0'6 | John B. Gontrum, Esquire

The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, by authority of the Zoning dct and Regulations of Baltimore 814 Eastern Boulevard
County, will hold a public hearing on the property identified berein in Baltimore, MD 21221
Room 106 of the County Office Building, 111 W. Chesapeake Avenue in Towson, Maryland 21204

" : Case No. 93-420-SPH, Ttem No. 432
Room 118, Gl Courthouse, 400 Wasbington Avenue, Towson, Maryland 21204 as follows: ber LLioner: John Spmenick, et ux

ol - (7" : L.
/ " ‘)’ Hﬂf F -t - T ; Petition for Special Hearing

Dear Mr. Gontrum:

-——-—
A

"'"/,t--.f‘:‘--é e M JJ'

N AME . Komaniks

D3R0IH0L 3281 CHRE

! o e et LHRL . 93-q20- 43 The Zoning Plans Advis i . .
Fumber of Signs: _ / Please Make Checks Payable Te: Baltimoit CoMS 1 23FMITS- 793 CASE MMBER: 93-420-5PH (Ites 4i2) ofY Committee (ZAC) has reviewed the plans

S Moff Court submitted with the above referenced petition. The attached comments
SW/S Hoff Court, 190' W of John Avenue from e{fmh reviewing agency are not intended to indicate the
15th Election District - Sth Councilmanic aPPrCfPrlaFeness of the zoning action requested, but to assure that all
Petitioner(s): John Romanick and Betty Romanick parties, i.e., Zoning Commissioner, attorney andfor the petitioner
HEARING: MONDAY, JUNE 28, 1993 at 2:00 p.m. in Rm. 118, 0ld Courthouse. made aware of plans or problems with regard '

improvements that may have a bearing on this ca

Cashier Valldation

are

tc the proposed
se.

. ) | Special Hearing to approve a fence 42" in height along the property line separating Lots 5 and 6 of Enclosed are all comments submitted thus far from the members of ZAC

portion of Lloyd Property "Grimesdale” record plat. that offer or request information on your petition. If additional
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION r

comments are received from other members of ZAC, T will forward them to
you. (.)ther\flse, an¥ comment that is not informative will be placed in
the hearing file. This petition was accepted for filing on May 27

' \ ) O\_% | 1993, and a hearing was scheduled accordingly.
(LD 1912 ' '

TOWSON, MD., . The following comments are related only to the filing of future

zoning petitions and are aimed at expeditin the iti il]
tit
@LW\J process with this office. ? petition filing

1) The Director of Zoning  Administration and Development

l v Management has instituted a s t h i
in each of __!__ successive : : - Ystem  whereby seasoned zonin
in Towson, Baltimore County, Md.. once ‘ : Arnold Jablon . attorneys who feel that they are capable of filing petitions thag

q \ : comply with all aspects of the i i iti
.. 1 (J ) ‘ henold J I . zoning requlations and petitions
womee e - L | ) filing requirements can file their petitions with this office

without the necessity of a preliminary review by Zoning personnel.

THIS 1S TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was

published in THE J EFFERSONIAN, a weckly newspaper published

John and Betty Romanick
John B. Gontrum, Esg.

NOTES: (1) 20NING SIGK & PCST MUST BE RETURNED TC %M. 104, 11l W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE ON THE HEARING DATE.
i ) . - {2) HEARINGS ARE HANDICAPPED ACCESSIBLE; FOR SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS PLEASE CALL 887-3353.

(3) FOR INFORMATION CONCERNING THE FILE AND/OR HEARING, CONTACT THIS OFFICE AT 887-3391.

e Viers Sesstmor

LIEEFG § 87 ,’,5.:5273

DEED — FER SINMPLE — INOIVIOUAL GRANTOR — LONG FORM

This Deed, MADE THIs day of October

in the year one thousand nine hundred and eighty-two by and between

omas A. Lloyd and I{obert B. Tipton

o O. James Lighthizer ® ® ® ® 4l le3
. Secreia

Maryland Department of Transportation il Kaesoff o

State Highway Administration Administeator BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND

Baltimore County, 17arties of the first part, and

- INTER-OFFICE CORRESPONDENCE BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND éohn Romanick and Betty B. Romanick, his wife, parties
Inter-Office Correspondence
Arnocld Jablon, Director DATE: June 10, .‘1993 A of the second part.
Zoning Administration and T
— Development Management
4] . 5 -7 = : TO: Zoning Advisory Camittee WITNESSETH, That in consideration of the sum of TWenty one Thousand Four Hundred
- {($21,400.00} Dollars and 00/100ths, and other good and valuable con-

siderations, the receipt of which is hereby acknowledged.

Pat Keller, Deputy Director FROM: Captain Je Pfeifer
Office of Planning and Zoning 794

Ms. Helenc Kehring Re: Baltimor? Con n-ty-" CTL C-) SUBJECT: June 14, 1993 Meeting
Zoning Administration and Item No: ¢~ ¢ 222

Development Management
County Office Building
Room 109 No )

111 W. Chesapeake Avenue do grant and convey to the sald Parties of the second part, as tenants by

owson, Maryland 21204 , o . Building shall comply with the 1991 Life Safety Code the entireties, their assigns, the survivor of them and the sur-
T ’ ~ The Office of Planning and Zoning has no comments on the following petition(s}): vivor's ’

No Camments

the said parties of the first part

SUBJECT: Petitions from Zoning Advisory Committee

Item Nos. 427, 429, 431 and 432.

Dear Ms. Kehring: Building shall camply with the 1991 Life Safety Code personal representatives /SMMMMIM and assigns , in fee simple, all

This office has reviewed the referenced item and we have no objection to ' If there should be any further questions or if this office can provide additional No Comments that ot of ground situste in Baltimore County, Maryland

. adway and is not effected by any State Highway - i tact Jeffrey Long in the Office of Planning at 887-3480. .
approval as it does not access a State ro y information, please contact Je Y No Camments and described as follows, that s to say:

Administration projects. Being known and designated as Lot No. 5, as shown on the Plat
: i No Comments entitled "Lloyd Property 'Grimesdale'"”, which Plat is recorded among
. Please contact Bob Small at 410-333-1350 if you have any questions. prepared by: M‘-‘/L /M/ - (PAA—~ the Land Records of Baltimore County in Platbook E.H.K., Jr. No.
P ) f{/u v y ‘ No Comments 49, folio 80, being an unimproved lot, in fee simpie.
R : @6&4 é ,@ﬂﬂ Being part of the same lot of ground described in deed dated
1 Division Chief: November 21, 1978, and recorded among the Land Records of Baltimore
Very truly yours, { County in-Liber E."..K., Jr., 5961, folio 426, which was granted and

7 7 conveyed from Lloyd Realty, Inc., unto the parties of the first
Mr_/,(—’ > PK/JL: 1w part herein.

' John Contestabile, Chief .
/ Engineering Access Permits

Division

Thank you for the opportunity to review this item.

CRCF 1400

CTTIX 101.00

C pocs 101.%
DEED o
EHK JR T 228.%
HI8732 COO01 RO T12t43,

AGRICULTURAL TRANSFER 14y
HOT APPLICABLE

My telephone number is /” |
SICEATURE é«c DATE_#/ “ _
Teletypewriter for Impaired Hearing or Speech o
383-7555 Baltimore MetroyP565-0451 D.C. Metro - 1-800-492-5062 Statewide Toll Free 427.25C/ZAC1
707 North Caivert St., Baitimore, Maryland 21203-0717

o
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DESCRIPTION OF FENCE o ®

FE"C FAIR | -~ Yi 50thiC SPALE

3932 NORTH PQINT BLVD. Pkt Fsues PLEASE PRINT CLEARLY PROTESTANT(S) SIGN-TH SHEET

g N ' = | Phﬂlle ‘7 1'3"1 Zip 21222 2 ! gy Qa4 GA v
g4 GAIV .

if
RETAIL SALES, REPAIRS & INSTALLATION Y 'JYA /’)O.‘S'f
V.B.10 BUILDING TO STREET PROPERTY LINE It shall be :‘l)tecll on thef!'eco'l‘d mK p .. }9/ . /%S
plat that, for panhandle lots, Tefuse i A/ L//Ui;" A
Windowless walls or attached gar- collection, snow removal and road main- NAME H’!E< minle 93 ! ] L
den walls may be built directly upon tenance are provided to the junction of ADDRESS A gf / /O'.J‘ LA
street property lines upon approval of the panhandle and the street right-of- T M) VEm 5 '
the Planning Board. Such buildings must way line only, and not onto the panhan- - -Gz STATE ZIP;E; 2 | o y
be designed to relate to adjoining h dle lot driveway. PHONE: H M;;MLOFFICE; KX X b f’/ﬁ/l‘f Fr e -
structures and not to distract from the N ’ — ) e
general streetscape. Panhandle lot buyers must be AREA MAP PAGE # . /,(5‘/’\1"5';; Vo of
. given a record plat of the subdivision DATE APPROX. COMPL DATE};,_U(MJ / -
‘ ‘ . by the seller. ADD gunst Of Chaw
V.B.11 Panhandle Lots .. ,“i[‘i,’_,(‘b~ Ii‘f A
A f} ‘ ) GUARANTEE: Al work will be done and preformed in a workman like :_\k A DIAGRAM
V.B.11.a. URBAN (Subdivisidné within the manner and 1n accordance with standard of prachice. All gate adjustments u’"}){ﬁx ——— g
URDL) ’ 4 and post alignments--no charge, 90 days--exept for damage due to high 31 \‘v h 7 OI o ; i
AR . winds. ‘
\'l. 0 D v ! A ——..
Panhandle lots shall not be | _ - G
further subdivided into lots accommodat- , Survey Stakes in  Yes Q/NOD | i .. . - Q
1ng additional residences. i ._) A Customer assumes full responsibility for location along line which Co e e— ” ‘ : \\ w A
There should not be more than “ \ URB;\N fence will'be instalied along with any questions of the property or :' \\"
three panhandle driveways together and ' | — location of said fine. . ..", ! |
the length of panhandle driveways should ' I RSN | - )
not exceed 300 feet. The minimum \‘-ridth (! [:[ : CUSTOMER SIGN - \\
shall be at least 12 feet.* See Figure | | ;‘. N ® paEe e ~
5-13a. = Call Miss Utilities g/ T KENWOOD >~
i - Aguire Permit Yas O No®@ | Aogaptitre 1YL p crtl - CENIN .
l Aagquire e { ey C uEvaR HiGH
] } Corner Lot Yes O No oA Sy r SCHOOL
. -1 '"—I Elect. Outlet Req. Yes [} No O 40
*The Director of Planning may waive 1 '§D N
these limits under very unique con- (.} ! ; / \\
ditions, referring such waiver to ] THIS ORDER 1S NOT SUBJECT TO cmce#urigg FTER 72 HOURS ~~_// . B (7 / STl ¢ ~
. . eems i - —~ -v‘ - o ) Y . .
the Planning Board i e 7 VA“) Dfﬂ:;! (; - o] ’:g._?) //;D ﬁ \ .- \ &Q\ D'-;/ U . \
necessary. Toox ap.nhonc\‘ﬁ The unders:gned agrees that if this contract 1s cancetled by tum or thém for any reason, to pay to the —FENCE FAIR, INC.—expenses incurred on / / w -'T.: — ~ N \\"‘ / / \ .
s this order, plus the agents commussion due and also a reasonable anticipated profit to be determined onthe basis of similar jobs The entire dzmages / 3/ s S Y 5 \C)». D / D \' —
shall not exceed 50% of the contract price. / / / W / ~> Y <, Ly / D . -
This contract consitutes the entire understanding of the parties, no other conditions, collateral or otherwise shall be binding unless tn writing /L 4 F -5;:... f ) ~ / > ‘
F 5-13 signed by both parties. it payment is not recieved within 10 days of completion atloted!mancepenc:?hen above, all materials (posts, gates, / / -‘7/ / % 4 A . t N 10,00 10 067 ™S 77
'gure a etc.) erected by FENCE FAIR, INC. will be repossed! . e G . e ~ e / ER —~ “..:_-_-‘1_ 'Y Q <7 / e _— o
V-17 The undersigned property owner agrees to pay for the said work the sum ot / é’ Z, Less deposit ' 7. _ Balance of (QC 7. coo. / / / / Q o 4':: / / D D / % v ﬁ
- Make remittance payabie to FENCE FAIR, INC.— TERMS. C.0.D Forman must collect, NET 10 DAYS from date of compietion — interest at the rate ot / v / A
1%% per month will be charged on all past accounts. : / /// O D . { ! //\\\
& \
ACCEPTED BY: OWNERX : ,/ ‘_/‘ /O R A W
€ \
INSTALLED BY (FORMAN) COMPLETION DATE (0‘:'4‘/ [ g : 0//
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